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Application/Control Number. 09/538,621 
Art Unit: 2134 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to applicant's amendment filed on 4/7/2004. 
Claims 1 -71 are pending for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicants arguments filed 4/7/2004 have been fully considered but they are not 

persuasive. 

Applicant contends that the cited prior art, Muller, does not teach verify whether 
an "application is authorized to set an initial range for a controlled parameter setting" as 
recited in independent claims. Examiner respectfully disagrees. Muller teaches the 
change of the parameter is being restricted (e.g. according to drivers skill level) as 
cited in the office action in col. 6, lines 1-16. Therefore, it suggests that in order to set 
an initial change, authorization is required in order to perform the operation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

( B \ Hie invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed Injhe 

bytnoS^hThn fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the Invention thereof by the applicant for patent 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 <AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
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directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pr*AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1 , 4-8, 1 1-22, 25-29, 32-53, 70 and 71 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Muller (U.S. Patent No. 6.249,727). 
In respect to claim 1 , Muller discloses a method comprising: 
Verifying that a first application is authorized to set an initial range for a controlled 
parameter setting; if authorized, allowing the first application to set an initial range for 
the controlled parameter setting (see col. 5, lines 25-35, line 61 to col. 6, line 27); 

and subsequently, allowing at least a second application to modify the controlled 
parameter setting within the initial range set by the first application (see col. 5, lines 35- 
47). 

In respect to claim 4, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
first application is verified based at least partially on memory location information 
associated with a verifying function (see Muller, col. 2, lines 45-65). 

In respect to daim 5, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 4, wherein the 
memory location information associated with the verifying function defines memory 
location within a read only memory (ROM) (see Muller, col. 2, lines 45-65). 

In respect to claim 6, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 1 , wherein the 
initial range includes at least a maximum controlled parameter setting, and the second 
application is not allowed to modify the controlled parameter setting beyond the 
maximum controlled parameter setting (see Muller, col. 5, lines 35-47). 



FEB 23 2005 13:58 FR LEE - HAYES PLL 509 323 8979 TO 17033089092 P. 07/50 

P&QS 4 

Application/Control Number 09/538,621 
Art UnR: 2134 

In respect to daim 7, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
initial range includes at least a minimum controlled parameter setting, and the second 
application is not allowed to modify the controlled parameter setting below the minimum 
controlled parameter setting (see Muller, col. 5, lines 3547). 

In respect to claim 8, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 1 , further 

comprising: 

verifying that the second application is authorized to modify a current range for 
the controlled parameter setting; If authorized, allowing the second application to modify 
the current range for the controlled parameter setting: and subsequently, allowing at 
least a third application to modify the controlled parameter setting within the current 
range as modified by the second application (see col. 5, line 61 -col. 6, line 27). 

In respect to claim 1 1 , Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 8, wherein 
the second application is verified based at least partially on memory location information 
associated with a verifying function (see col. 2, lines 45-65). 

In respect to claim 12, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 11, wherein 
the memory location information associated with the verifying function defines memory 
location within a read only memory (ROM) (see col. 2, lines 45-65). 

In respect to claim 13, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 8, wherein 
the current range includes to at least a maximum controlled parameter setting, and the 
third application is not allowed to modify the controlled parameter setting beyond the 
maximum controlled parameter setting (see col. 5, lines 3S47). 
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In respect to daim 14, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 6, wherein . 
the current range includes is at least a minimum controlled parameter setting, and the 
third application is not allowed to modify the controlled parameter setting below the 
minimum controlled parameter setting (see co). 5, lines 35-47). 

in respect to claim 1 5, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 1 . wherein 
the controlled parameter setting is selected from a group of settings comprising a 
vehicle control parameter (see col. 4, lines 35-39). 

In respect to claim 16, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim B, wherein: 
verifying that the first application is authorized to set the initial range for the controlled 
parameter setting further includes using a first verifier, and verifying that the second 
application is authorized to modify the current range for the controlled parameter setting 
further includes using a second verifier, wherein the first verifier and the second verifier 
are operatively configured in a serial arrangement, and the first verifier is independently 
responsive to a first user and the second verifier is independently responsive to a 
second user (see col. 6, lines 1-27). 

In respect to claim 17, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 16, wherein 
the first verifier is provided by a first entity and the second verifier that is provided by a 
second entity (see col. 6, lines 1-27). 

In respect to claim 18, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 16, wherein 
the first user and the second user are the same (see col. 6, lines 1-35). 
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In respect to dajm 19, Muller discloses a method as recrted in daim 16, wherein 
the first user is provided by a first entity and the second user is provided by a second 

entity (see col. 6, lines 1-27). 

In respect to claim 20, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 1, wherein 
verifying that the first application is authorized to set the initial range for the controlled 

parameter setting 

further includes using at least one verifier selected from a group comprising at least a 
first verifier and a second verifier (see col. 6, lines 1-27). 

in respect to claim 21 , Muller discloses a method claim as recited in claim 8, 
wherein verifying that the second application is authorized to set the initial range for the 
controlled parameter setting further includes using at least one verifier selected from a 
group comprising at least a first verifier and a second verifier (see col. 6, lines 1-36). 

In respect to claims 22, 25-29 and 32-42 the claim limitations are computer 
readable medium claims that are substantially similar to the method claims 1 , 4-8 and 
1 1 -21 . Therefore claims 22, 25-29 and 32-42 are rejected based on the similar 
rationale. 

In respect to claim 43-44, Muller discloses a method comprising: 
setting an authorized range and a current value for a controlled parameter; 
receiving a request to change the current value of the controlled parameter 
from an application; changing the current value of the controlled parameter if a 
requested value of the controlled parameter is within the authorized range; otherwise, 
verifying that the application is authorized to modify the authorized range for the 
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controlled parameter, prior to changing the current value of the controlled parameter to 
the requested value (see col. 5, line 25-col. 6, line 27). 

in respect to daim 45, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 44, wherein 
the authorized range includes at least one authorized limit selected from a group 
including a minimum authorized limit and a maximum authorized limit (see col. 4, lines 
53-65). 

In respect to claim 46, Muller discloses a method as recited in claim 45, further 
comprising changing the current value of the controlled parameter to the minimum 
authorized limit if the requested value is less than the minimum authorized limit and the 
application is not authorized to modify the authorized range (sBe col. 5, lines 35-60). 

In respect to daim 47, Muller disdoses a method as redted in daim 45, further 
comprising changing the current value of the controlled parameter to the maximum 
authorized limit if the requested value is more than the maximum authorized limit and 
the application is not authorized to modify the authorized range (see col. 5, lines 35-£0). 

In respect to claims 48-52, the claim limitations are computer readable medium 
daims that are substantially similar to the method daims 43-47. Therefore daims 48-52 
are rejected based on the similar rationale. 

In respect to daim 48-52, the daims limitations are computer readable medium 
that are substantially similar to the .method daims 43-47. Therefore daims 48-52 are 
rejected based on the similar rationale. 
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In respect to daim 53 and 60, the daim limitations are system claims that are 
substantially similar to method daim 1. Therefore, daims 53 and 60 are rejected based 

on the similar rationale. 

In respect to daim 61 , the claim limitation is a system claim which is substantially 
similar to method claim 1 5. Therefore, daim 61 is rejected based on the similar 
rationale. 

In resped to daim 62, Muller disdoses a system as recited in daim 53, wherein 
the processor, the memory, and the program are part of a computer system within a 
vehicle (see col. 2, lines 32-39). 

In respect to daim 63, Muller discloses a system as recited in daim 53, further 
comprising at least one device that is coupled to the program and is responsive to the 
parameter value from the program (see col. 4, lines 53-67). 

In respect to claim 64, 70 and 71 , the claim limitations are system claims that are 
substantially similar to method claims 43, 62 and 63. Therefore, claim 64, 70 and 71 
are rejected based on the similar rationale. 

daim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention Is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in We art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the invention was made. 
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Claims 2-3, 9-10, 23-24, 30-31, 55-59 and 65-69 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Muller (U.S. Patent No. 6,249,727) in view of Gormley (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,513,107). 

In respect to claims 2, 9, 54, 56, and 65, Muller discloses a method and a system 
claims as recited in claims 1 , 8, 53 and 64. Muller does not explicitly disclose using a 
security code as a form of verification. However, Gormley discloses selection of the 
restricted mode of vehicle operation is performed by entry of control signals 
corresponding to a security code (see Gormley, col. 2, lines 3040). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teaching of Gormley with the entry of security cod© for verification 
purposes with Muller's teaching of setting Initial controlled parameter setting in order to 
create a specific restricted mode of operation for a particular application (see Gormley, 
col. 2, lines 41-53). 

In respect to daims 3, 10, 55 and 66, Muller and Gormley disclose method and 
system claims as recited in claims 2, 9, 54 and 65. Muller and Gormley do not disclose 
wherein the first security code is encrypted or decrypted. However. Encrypting and 
decrypting secure information is old and well known. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to encrypt the security 
code taught by Gormley with programmable preferred operating parameter control limit 
on a data card taught by Muller to protect the data from accessing by unauthorized 
users. 
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In respect to claims 23-24 and 30-31 , the claim limitations are computer readable 
medium claims that are substantially similar to the method claims 2-3, 9-10. Therefore 
claims 23-24 and 30-31 are rejected based on the similar rationale. 

In respect to claims 57 and 67, Muller and Gormley disclose system as recited in 
claims 54 and 65, wherein the program further Includes at least one linked verifier 
function stored within a predefined portion of the memory, and the program is 
configured to determine if the linked verifier function, as called by the program, is not 
within the predefined portion of the memory, in which case, the program determines that 
the first application is unauthorized to modify the range {see Muller. col. 2, lines 45-65). 

in respect to claim 58 and 68, Muller and Gormley disclose system as recited in 
claims 57 and 67, wherein the predefined memory location is within a read only portion 
of the memory (see Muller, col. 2, lines 45-65). 

In respect to claim 59 and 69, Muller and Gormley disclose system as recited in 
claims 54 and 64, wherein the security code is uniquely associated a software 
developer entity responsible for providing the first application (see Gormley, col. 2, lines 
9-22). 



Conclusion 



5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) witl be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tongoc Tran whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
7690. The examiner can normally be reached on B:30>5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory A Morse can be reached on (703) 308-4789. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



